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latter in Australia or reached Tasmania by long sea-voyages.
In the latter case they would have to have had sea-going
vessels, and a much more elaborate culture than they had
when first visited by Europeans. In the former case they
must have been survivors of people exterminated or absorbed
by the Australian blacks, who would thus be not primitives
but later invaders. To reach Tasmania from even the nearest
point of the mainland would require more efficient vessels
than the Tasmanians are known to have had, and their long
residence in a highly fertile and salubrious island had cer-
tainly done nothing to raise them in the scale of culture,
even if in other respects we cannot be certain that they had
deteriorated.

Another people often described as 'primitive5 are the
Veddas of Ceylon. The Veddas are hunters and food-
gatherers of the forest, and know nothing of cultivation.
Their whole culture is of an extremely low type, but they
speak an Aryan language. Savage Aryan-speakers in the
Caucasus or the Carpathians might conceivably be primitive;
in Ceylon they can only be degenerate.

I shall discuss the origins of African culture in a later
chapter, but it may be as well to indicate at this point some
of the reasons for believing that, like all savage cultures, it
is in a state of decay. Let us start with the Bushmen, who
are believed to be the descendants of the earliest human
inhabitants of Africa. Their culture is of a very low order,
yet they make rock-paintings with considerable skill, and
bury their dead in recessed graves with their faces to the
east. Similar paintings are found near the Mediterranean,
and this mode of burial was known in Ancient Egypt. The
Bushmen are related to the Hottentots, but the latter dispose
of their dead in a more summary fashion, and know nothing
of rock-painting, though in other respects their culture is
higher than that of the Bushmen. The probability is that
both races were once in contact with higher civilizations,